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Background: In patients with both Type 1 and Type 2 diabetes endogenous insulin secretion falls with time which
changes treatment requirements, however direct measurement of endogenous insulin secretion is rarely performed.
We aimed to assess the impact of endogenous insulin secretion on postprandial glucose increase and the
effectiveness of prandial exogenous insulin.
Methods: We assessed endogenous insulin secretion in 102 participants with insulin treated diabetes (58 Type 1)
following a standardised mixed meal without exogenous insulin. We tested the relationship between endogenous
insulin secretion and post meal hyperglycaemia. In 80 participants treated with fast acting breakfast insulin we
repeated the mixed meal with participants’ usual insulin given and assessed the impact of endogenous insulin
secretion on response to exogenous prandial insulin.
Results: Post meal glucose increment (90 minute - fasting) was inversely correlated with endogenous insulin
secretion (90 minute C-peptide) (Spearman’s r =−0.70, p< 0.001). Similar doses of exogenous prandial insulin
lowered glucose increment more when patients had less endogenous insulin; by 6.4(4.2-11.1) verses 1.2(0.03-2.88)
mmol/L (p< 0.001) for patients in the lowest verses highest tertiles of endogenous insulin.
Conclusions: In insulin treated patients the measurement of endogenous insulin secretion may help predict the
degree of postprandial hyperglycaemia and the likely response to prandial insulin.
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Guidelines for treatment in Type 1 and Type 2 diabetes dif-
fer greatly predominantly reflecting differences in endogen-
ous insulin secretion [1-3]. Within both major subgroups
of diabetes there is both between individual variation and
with time intra-individual reduction in a patient’s endogen-
ous insulin secretion which results in differing treatment
requirements [4-6]. Traditionally, in clinical practice, en-
dogenous insulin secretion is not measured and treatment* Correspondence: angus.jones@pms.ac.uk
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reproduction in any medium, provided the ordecisions are made on the basis of glycaemic control and
clinical diagnosis of diabetes subtype. There is some evi-
dence supporting direct measurement of endogenous insu-
lin secretion to assess the most appropriate treatment for a
patient, particularly in the context of predicting response to
oral therapy [7-19]. Little is known regarding whether
measuring endogenous insulin secretion can assist choice
of insulin regimen.
It is possible to measure endogenous insulin secretion in
clinical practice using C-peptide, which is secreted in equi-
molar amounts to insulin [20]. 90 minute C-peptide in a
formal mixed meal test is a robust assessment of insulin
response in insulin treated patients [21].td. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
ommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
iginal work is properly cited.
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to affect treatment requirements is requirement for
prandial exogenous insulin. Intensive insulin regimens
with prandial rapid or short acting insulin are clearly ap-
propriate in Type 1 diabetes outside the honeymoon
period where there is absolute insulin deficiency [3].
However in Type 2 diabetes where endogenous insulin
secretion is preserved, excellent glycaemic control can
be achieved using basal (intermediate or long acting) in-
sulin without rapid or short acting prandial insulin
[22,23].
We hypothesised that in insulin treated diabetes,
patients with higher endogenous insulin secretion will
have a lower rise in glucose after meals and will respond
less to prandial insulin. We aimed to assess this in a
mixed population of Type 1 and Type 2 diabetes with a
wide spectrum of insulin secretion.
Aims
To assess the relationship between endogenous insulin
secretion as measured by 90 minute post mixed meal
serum C-peptide and:
1. Post-prandial glucose increment (90 minute –
fasting glucose) in a standardised mixed meal test
without concurrent exogenous prandial insulin
2. Treatment response to exogenous prandial insulin as
assessed by change in mixed meal glucose increment
when exogenous prandial insulin is given
Methods
Study participants
We recruited 102 adults with insulin treated diabetes,
HbA1c <86 mmol/mol (10%) and without renal impair-
ment (eGFR> 60mls/min/1.73 m2) from existing research
databases and clinical secondary care, as described previ-
ously [24,25]. 58 had Type 1 diabetes (16 within 3 years of
diagnosis, median (interquartile range, IQR) age of diagno-
sis 20 (14–27), BMI 25 (22–27)), 44 had Type 2 diabetes
(median (IQR) age of diagnosis 55 (47–59), BMI 29(28–36),
classification based on clinical diagnosis from health
records), 60 were male. Median (IQR) age was 57 years
(42–69), diabetes duration 16 years (6–28), BMI kg/m2 27
(24–29) and HbA1c 63 mmol/mol (55–72) (7.9% (7.2-8.7)).
The study was approved by the South West Research Ethics
Committee (UK) and conducted in accordance with the
Declaration of Helsinki. Written informed consent was
obtained from all participants.
Mixed meal tests
All patients underwent a standardised morning mixed
meal test (MMT) without morning insulin. In a subgroup
of 80 patients treated with prandial breakfast insulin (rapid
analogue 61 (4 via insulin pump), rapid analogue/basalmixed 9, human prandial soluble 2, human soluble/basal
mixed 8) a further morning MMT was performed with
participants’ normal morning insulin dose given. Mixed
meal tests were conducted in random order using a
randomization list generated in StatsDirect 4 (StatsDirect
Ltd, UK), between 48 h and 2 weeks apart. In addition all
participants collected a home urine sample 2 hours after
their largest meal for urine C-peptide creatinine ratio
(UCPCR) as described previously [24-26].
Mixed meal test without insulin (MMT)
This was performed according to a standard protocol as
reported previously [21,25]. In brief participants fasted from
midnight without taking their usual morning insulin or
OHA. Capillary glucose was measured pre test and test
rescheduled if <4 or >15 mmol/L (<72 or >270 mg/dl).
Serum C-peptide, creatinine, glucose, and HbA1c were
measured on a fasting sample. Participants consumed a
standardised mixed meal (Ensure Plus HP (Abbott Nutri-
tion, Illinois, USA) 6 ml/kg (maximum 360 ml), content
per 100 ml: carbohydrate 15.9 g, protein 7.9 g, fat 3.3 g,
energy 125 kcal). C-peptide and glucose were measured at
90 minutes post completion of mixed meal.
Mixed meal test with insulin (MMT+ I)
Performed as per mixed meal protocol above except parti-
cipants took their usual morning insulin dose before
ingestion of the mixed meal. Participants were asked not to
correct for hyperglycaemia. Investigators advised a reduced
insulin dose in 9 participants where home breakfast was
judged to contain substantially more carbohydrate than the
mixed meal. Those carbohydrate counting (including insu-
lin pump users) used their normal breakfast insulin to
carbohydrate ratio. Normal basal insulin was continued in
all participants. Oral hypoglycaemic medications were with-
held until completion of the MMT on the morning of both
tests.
Sample analysis
All samples were analysed in the Biochemistry depart-
ment at the Royal Devon & Exeter Hospital, Exeter, UK.
We undertook C-peptide analysis using the routine
automated Roche diagnostics (Manheim, Germany)
E170 immuno-analyser.
Statistical analysis
Data were not normally distributed therefore non paramet-
ric tests were used. We assessed the relationship between
90 minute serum C-peptide (SCP) in MMT and both glu-
cose increment (90 minute glucose minus fasting glucose)
in MMT and decrease in glucose increment with concur-
rent insulin (increment in MMT minus increment in
MMT+ I). We used Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient
to assess correlations. Linear regression analysis was used
ab
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for potential confounders. Residuals were checked to en-
sure model assumptions were met, given the data were not
normally distributed.
In the participants who completed MMT+I data were
split into tertiles of endogenous insulin secretion defined by
90 minute serum C-peptide. We assessed statistical trends
in mixed meal test results and participant characteristics
across tertiles of endogenous insulin secretion using the
Jonckheere test or (for proportions) Chi-squared for trend.
Results
Patients who have less endogenous insulin secretion
have a higher glucose increase after a mixed meal
The glucose increment in a mixed meal, defined as the in-
crease in glucose from fasting to 90 minutes post meal
(90 minute – fasting glucose) was negatively correlated with
90 minute serum C-peptide (SCP) (Spearman’s r =−0.70,
p< 0.001, Figure 1) indicating that the glucose increment
was smaller with higher C-peptide. In line with this, linear
regression showed the association was consistent with a fall
of 2.4 mmol/L glucose for every 1 nmol/L increase in SCP
(B=−2.4 (CI −3.1 to −1.8, p< 0.001)). This was also shown
by analysing glucose response by tertiles of endogenous in-
sulin secretion where glucose increment was greatest in
lower tertiles of endogenous insulin secretion; median
(IQR) glucose increment 11.4 mmol/L (9.4-14.0) tertile 1,
9.0 (6.4-10.5) tertile 2 and 7.0 (4.6-8.0) tertile 3, p< 0.001.
Patients with less endogenous insulin secretion have
greater response to exogenous prandial insulin
To assess the impact of prandial exogenous insulin we
measured the reduction in glucose increment after a
mixed meal when prandial exogenous insulin was givenFigure 1 Relationship between MMT stimulated C-peptide
(nmol/L) and glucose increment (90 minute glucose – fasting
glucose, mmol/L) in MMT without concurrent insulin.
r = Spearmans ro correlation coefficient.(glucose increment in MMT minus glucose increment in
MMT+ I). The reduction in glucose increment with ad-
ministration of prandial exogenous insulin was also
negatively correlated with SCP (r =−0.61, p< 0.001,
n = 80, Figure 2A). Exogenous prandial insulin resulted
in a greater reduction in glucose increment in those with
lower C-peptide; linear regression B was −2.5 (CI −3.4 to
−1.6, p< 0.001) suggesting a fall of 2.5 mmol/L in the
reduction in glucose increment with prandial insulin ad-
ministration for every 1 nmol/L increase in SCP. The re-
lationship persisted after adjusting for age, age of
diagnosis, BMI, gender, fasting glucose and HbA1c
(p = 0.04). Of these clinical variables in multivariable
analysis only SCP and age of diagnosis (p = 0.02) wereFigure 2 a: Scatterplot showing the relationship between MMT
stimulated C-peptide (nmol/L) and reduction in glucose
increment with administration of prandial exogenous insulin.
b: Boxplot showing reduction in MMT glucose increment with
the addition of prandial exogenous insulin by 90 minute post
MMT C-peptide tertile. Horizontal line represents median, box
interquartile range, ‘whiskers’ represent spread of remaining values.
p for trend <0.001.
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ous prandial insulin.
To further assess this relationship we subdivided
our participants by tertiles of endogenous insulin se-
cretion. Characteristics of participants in each tertile
are shown in Table 1 and mixed meal results by ter-
tile in Table 2. Patients in the lowest tertile of en-
dogenous insulin secretion were likely to be
diagnosed younger and have lower BMI, consistent
with a greater proportion having type 1 diabetes, but
had similar HbA1c compared with the other tertiles.
The associated reduction in glucose increment with
prandial exogenous insulin was substantially lower
with increasing C-peptide; median (IQR) 6.4 mmol/L
(4.2-11.1) tertile 1, 4.0 (2.5-7.9) tertile 2 and 1.2
(0.03-2.88) tertile 3 (p< 0.001), Figure 2B. This oc-
curred despite similar insulin doses and glycaemic
control (Table 1).
These associations remain in those with the same type of
diabetes and similar insulin treatment
Our results were not simply due to differences in dia-
betes subtype or prandial exogenous insulin type. In
those treated with rapid analogue prandial insulin
(basal bolus/pump regimen only - analogue mixed in-
sulin excluded, n = 61) the correlation between 90 mi-
nute C-peptide and reduction in glucose increase
with prandial exogenous insulin (r = −0.56, p< 0.001)
and the relationship across tertiles of endogenous in-
sulin secretion (Table 2) were maintained. In those
with the same type of diabetes the correlations (type
1 diabetes r =−0.49 (p< 0.001, n = 54), type 2 diabetes
r =−0.41 (p = 0.037, n = 26)) and the relationship
across tertiles (Table 2) were also maintained. Results




Age (years) 53 (42–62)
Age of diagnosis (years) 15 (8–23)
Duration of Diabetes 36 (26–45)
BMI 26 (23–28)
HbA1c (%) 7.9 (7.2-8.7)
HbA1c (mmol/mol) 63 (55–72)
Proportion Type 1 diabetes 93%
Fasting glucose (mmol/L) (Test 1) 10.1(7.9-12.9)
90 Minute post MMT C-peptide (nmol/L) 0.01 (0–0.01)
Prandial (rapid or soluble only*) insulin
dose administered in MMT+I (units)
8 (5–10)
Total daily insulin dose (units) 46 (33–64)
Participants completing both MMT and MMTI only.
* where participant took a mixed morning insulin the rapid/soluble component waFasting serum C-peptide and home post-prandial UCPCR
can be used as the assessment of endogenous insulin
secretion
When insulin secretion was assessed by other measure-
ments similar relationships were seen.
When assessed by the measurement of fasting C-
peptide correlation with postprandial glucose increase was
−0.69 (p< 0.001) and correlation with reduction in glu-
cose increment with exogenous prandial insulin −0.59
(p< 0.001). The values of fasting C-peptide defining ter-
tiles of endogenous insulin secretion were <0.02, 0.02-
0.28 and >0.28 nmol/L. The associated fall in glucose in-
crement with prandial insulin was [median (IQR)]
6.9 mmol/L (4.2-11.5) tertile 1, 3.6 (2.3-7.3) tertile 2 and
1.4 (0.4-3.3) tertile 3 (p< 0.001).
When assessed by the measurement of UCPCR correl-
ation with postprandial glucose increase was −0.59
(p< 0.001) and correlation with reduction in glucose in-
crement with exogenous prandial insulin −0.51
(p< 0.001). The values of home evening meal UCPCR
defining tertiles of endogenous insulin secretion were
<0.03, 0.03-0.73 and >0.73 nmol/mmol. The associated
fall in glucose increment with prandial insulin was
[median (IQR)] 6.4 mmol/L (4.1-9.4) tertile 1, 4.0 (1.3-
7.9) tertile 2 and 2.0 (0.5-3.3) tertile 3 (p< 0.001).
Discussion
We have shown that patients with less endogenous insu-
lin secretion have greater post meal hyperglycaemia and
greater response to prandial exogenous insulin.
In our study of insulin treated patients with Type 1
and Type 2 diabetes postprandial hyperglycaemia is in-
versely related to endogenous insulin secretion. This is
consistent with previous research in non insulin treated
Type 2 diabetes has shown that those with low insulin90 minute MMT stimulated C-peptide (SCP, nmol/L)
Tertile 2
(SCP 0.02-0.8, n = 27)
Tertile 3
(SCP≥ 0.8, n = 26)
p for trend
42 (30–64) 62 (37–71) 0.70
27 (21–44) 50 (28–59) <0.001
16 (3–21) 10 (2–15) <0.001
25 (23–29) 29 (25–37) 0.013
7.7 (7.0-8.7) 7.9 (7.4-8.7) 0.57
60 (53–71) 63 (57–72) 0.57
78% 31% <0.001
8.8 (6.4-12.8) 8.4 (7.0-10.5) 0.064
0.40 (0.23-0.65) 1.79 (1.12-2.30) <0.001
8 (6–12) 6.3 (4.8-12.3) 0.98
42 (28–62) 45 (26–88) 0.90
s calculated.
Table 2 Mixed meal test results (median (IQ range)) by 90 minute MMT stimulated C-peptide (SCP, nmol/L) tertile
Tertile 1
(SCP≤ 0.02,n = 27)
Tertile 2
(SCP 0.02-0.8, n = 27)
Tertile 3
(SCP≥ 0.8, n = 26)
p for trend
Glucose increment in MMT (without insulin, mmol/L) 10.6 (9.0-13.7) 9.9 (8.2-11.0) 7.1 (4.4-8.9) <0.001
Glucose increment in MMT+I (insulin given, mmol/L) 4.3 (0.4-8.8) 4.4 (2.2-4.4) 5.2 (3.6-6.4) 0.45
Reduction in glucose increment when
prandial insulin given (mmol/L): all participants (n = 80)
6.4 (4.2-11.1) 4.0 (2.5-7.9) 1.2 (0.03-2.88) <0.001
Reduction in glucose increment when
prandial insulin given (mmol/L): Rapid analogue
insulin only* (n = 61):
6.7 (4.3-11.2) 4.0 (2.3-7.9) 1.4 (1.8-3.0) <0.001
Reduction in glucose increment when
prandial insulin given (mmol/L): Type 1 only (n = 54)
6.9 (4.2-11.3) 4.0 (2.4-7.8) 1.9 (0.3-3.5) 0.002
Reduction in glucose increment when
prandial insulin given (mmol/L): Type 2 only (n = 26):
5.1 (4.2-6) 4.5 (2.4-9.2), 1.1 (−0.3-2.4) 0.006
Participants completing both MMT and MMTI only.
*excluding premixed insulin.
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cose tolerance test and higher glycaemic variability
[27,28]. In Type 1 diabetes a reduction in glycaemic vari-
ability with restoration of even small amounts of residual
insulin secretion has been demonstrated after islet trans-
plantation [29].
To our knowledge this is the first study to examine
the relationship between endogenous insulin secretion
and the impact of prandial exogenous insulin adminis-
tration. We showed that the glucose response to exogen-
ous prandial insulin was greatest in those with the
lowest endogenous insulin secretion. In those with the
highest endogenous insulin secretion concurrent pran-
dial exogenous insulin had little effect on glucose re-
sponse despite similar insulin doses and glycaemic
control. A probable explanation is that those with high
endogenous insulin secretion are exposed to their own
endogenous prandial insulin therefore exogenous pran-
dial insulin may be only a small proportion of their total
prandial insulin exposure. This is in contrast to those
with little endogenous insulin secretion where exogen-
ous insulin makes up their entire prandial insulin expos-
ure. In addition the similar exogenous insulin doses and
glycaemic control across tertiles of endogenous insulin
secretion mean insulin resistance is likely to be higher in
those with preserved insulin secretion.
Our findings have potential practical implications for
the management of diabetes. Patients with Type 2 diabetes
progressively lose their beta-cell function over time lead-
ing to increased treatment requirements[6]. Rates of pro-
gression vary widely and progression to severe insulin
deficiency may occur rapidly where a patient with LADA
or Type 1 diabetes has been misclassified as Type 2
[30,31]. A large proportion of patients with Type 2 dia-
betes will eventually require insulin. While background in-
sulin alone may achieve initial glycaemic control many
patients progress to prandial insulin treatment. The deci-
sion when to change to prandial insulin is not well definedand endogenous insulin secretion is rarely measured[32].
Our work suggests that prandial insulin will be most ef-
fective when patients have a lower level of endogenous
insulin as defined by a C-peptide below the top tertile of
our participants; 90 minute post MMT C-peptide
<0.8 nmol/L: fasting C peptide <0.29 nmol/L, or UCPCR
2 hours post home evening meal <0.73 nmol/mmol. Pran-
dial fast acting exogenous insulin may have little impact
on post meal hyperglycaemia above these levels. Assess-
ment of endogenous insulin secretion could also poten-
tially assist in decisions on rationalising a patient’s insulin
regimen, for example where there are potential difficulties
with administering multiple insulin doses or where adher-
ence is thought to be poor a move to once or twice daily
basal insulin may be justified where endogenous insulin
secretion is preserved.
Limitations of our study include that we have recruited
participants with a mixture of Type 1 and Type 2 dia-
betes and that differences seen may reflect differences in
insulin secretion between the two diabetes subtypes.
However the relationships seen, although weaker,
remains when analysing our results by type of diabetes
suggesting the relationship between insulin secretion
and glucose response is not due to differences between
diabetes subtypes alone. It is possible that results could
have been influenced by differences in participant’s oral
hypoglycaemic agents. While diabetes treatments were
withheld on the morning of mixed meal tests, residual
levels of treatment taken the previous day could poten-
tially still affect both glucose and C-peptide. However
this is unlikely to systematically differ between mixed
meal tests (which were conducted in random order) and
a longer period without medication might have made
results less applicable to clinical practice.
A further potential limitation is that our marker of insulin
secretion (90 minute post MMT C-peptide) and measure
of post meal glucose increase (glucose increase from 0 to
90 minutes in the MMT) were measured within the same
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similar results when using fasting C-peptide and UCPCR
(measured on a separate occasion) as markers of insulin se-
cretion. The MMT, while well established and likely more
reproducible than a conventional meal, may not be a nor-
mal physiological stimulus. The more rapid absorption of a
liquid meal could lead to an earlier and greater glucose
peak than a non liquid meal with the same carbohydrate
content. In addition a standardised meal may not reflect a
person’s normal intake. The liquid meal given is likely to
have higher carbohydrate content than many participants
normal breakfast (the carbohydrate content of our mixed
meal was 57 g in those >60 kg, equivalent to 3–4 pieces of
toast).
While we have shown a clear relationship between insulin
secretion and effectiveness of fast acting (prandial) exogen-
ous insulin during a mixed meal test further studies are
needed to assess whether C-peptide could be a clinically
useful measure to assist choice of insulin regimen. It may
be that direct measurement of insulin secretion may assist
clinical decisions on optimal insulin treatment. While a for-
mal mixed meal test is unlikely to be an option in main-
stream clinical practice the association was preserved using
fasting C-peptide and post home meal UCPCR which may
be more applicable to clinical practice [26].Conclusion
Endogenous insulin secretion is predictive of postprandial
hyperglycaemia and response to prandial exogenous insulin.
The measurement of endogenous insulin secretion may be
a helpful guide to insulin therapy.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Acknowledgements
This project was supported by the Peninsula NIHR Clinical Research Facility
and the Peninsula Collaboration for Leadership in Applied Health Research
and Care (PenCLAHRC). ATH,
BAK and BMS are supported by the Peninsula NIHR Clinical Research Facility.
NIHR have supported AGJ, SVH and PB through academic clinical fellowships
and AGJ through a doctoral research fellowship. ATH is an NIHR senior
investigator. REJB is supported by a Diabetes UK clinical training fellowship.
This article presents independent research commissioned by the National
Institute for
Health Research (NIHR). The views given in this paper do not necessarily
represent those of NIHR, the NHS or the Department of Health. We thank all
the study volunteers.
Author details
1Peninsula NIHR Clinical Research Facility, Peninsula Medical School,
University of Exeter, Exeter, UK. 2Peninsula Clinical Research Facility, Peninsula
Medical School, Barrack Road, Exeter EX2 5DW, UK.
Authors’ contributions
AGJ, REJB, BAK,TJM and ATH participated in study design, AGJ, REJB, BAK and
SVH collected data, AGJ, REJB & BMS performed data analysis, all authors
participated in drafting or revising the manuscript and approved the final
manuscript.Received: 10 January 2012 Accepted: 8 June 2012
Published: 8 June 2012
References
1. National Institute of Clinical Excellence (UK): Guideline CG87 - Type 2
diabetes: the management of type 2 diabetes 2009.
2. National Institute of Clinical Excellence (UK): Guideline CG15, Type 1 diabetes
in adults 2004.
3. DeWitt DE, Hirsch IB: Outpatient insulin therapy in type 1 and type 2
diabetes mellitus: scientific review. JAMA 2003, 289:2254–2264.
4. The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial Research Group: Effect of
intensive therapy on residual beta-cell function in patients with type 1
diabetes in the diabetes control and complications trial. A randomized,
controlled trial. Ann Intern Med 1998, 128:517–523.
5. Kahn SE: Clinical review 135: The importance of beta-cell failure in the
development and progression of type 2 diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab
2001, 86:4047–4058.
6. Turner RC, Cull CA, Frighi V, Holman RR: Glycemic control with diet,
sulfonylurea, metformin, or insulin in patients with type 2 diabetes
mellitus: progressive requirement for multiple therapies (UKPDS 49). UK
Prospective Diabetes Study (UKPDS) Group. JAMA 1999, 281:2005–2012.
7. Hoekstra JB, Van Rijn HJ, Thijssen JH, Erkelens DW: C-peptide reactivity as a
measure of insulin dependency in obese diabetic patients treated with
insulin. Diabetes Care 1982, 5:585–591.
8. Hohberg C, Pfutzner A, Forst T, Lubben G, Karagiannis E, Borchert M,
Schondorf T: Successful switch from insulin therapy to treatment with
pioglitazone in type 2 diabetes patients with residual beta-cell function:
results from the PioSwitch study. Diabetes Obes Metab 2009, 11:464–471.
9. Hermann LS, Schersten B, Melander A: Antihyperglycaemic efficacy,
response prediction and dose–response relations of treatment with
metformin and sulphonylurea, alone and in primary combination. Diabet
Med 1994, 11:953–960.
10. Lee A, Morley J: Classification of type 2 diabetes by clinical response to
metformin-troglitazone combination and C-Peptide criteria. Endocr Pract
1999, 5:305–313.
11. Grant PJ, Barlow E, Miles DW: Plasma C-peptide levels identify
insulin-treated diabetic patients suitable for oral hypoglycaemic
therapy. Diabet Med 1984, 1:284–286.
12. Madsbad S, Krarup T, McNair P, Christiansen C, Faber OK, Transbol I, Binder
C: Practical clinical value of the C-peptide response to glucagon
stimulation in the choice of treatment in diabetes mellitus. Acta Med
Scand 1981, 210:153–156.
13. Munshi MN, Hayes M, Sternthal A, Ayres D: Use of serum c-peptide level to
simplify diabetes treatment regimens in older adults. Am J Med 2009,
122:395–397.
14. Laakso M, Sarlund H, Korhonen T, Voutilainen E, Majander H, Hakala P,
Uusitupa M, Pyorala K: Stopping insulin treatment in middle-aged
diabetic patients with high postglucagon plasma C-peptide. Effect on
glycaemic control, serum lipids and lipoproteins. Acta Med Scand 1988,
223:61–68.
15. Blaum CS, Velez L, Hiss RG, Halter JB: Characteristics related to poor
glycemic control in NIDDM patients in community practice. Diabetes Care
1997, 20:7–11.
16. Chan WB, Chan JC, Chow CC, Yeung VT, So WY, Li JK, Ko GT, Ma RC,
Cockram CS: Glycaemic control in type 2 diabetes: the impact of body
weight, beta-cell function and patient education. QJM 2000, 93:183–190.
17. Koskinen P, Viikari J, Irjala K, Kaihola HL, Seppala P: Plasma and
urinary C-peptide in the classification of adult diabetics. Scand J
Clin Lab Invest 1986, 46:655–663.
18. Hother-Nielsen O, Faber O, Sorensen NS, Beck-Nielsen H: Classification of
newly diagnosed diabetic patients as insulin-requiring or
non-insulin-requiring based on clinical and biochemical variables.
Diabetes Care 1988, 11:531–537.
19. Saisho Y, Kou K, Tanaka K, Abe T, Kurosawa H, Shimada A, Meguro S, Kawai
T, Itoh H: Postprandial serum C-peptide to plasma glucose ratio as a
predictor of subsequent insulin treatment in patients with type 2
diabetes. Endocr J 2011, 58:315–322.
20. Clark PM: Assays for insulin, proinsulin(s) and C-peptide. Ann Clin Biochem
1999, 36(Pt 5):541–564.
21. Greenbaum CJ, Mandrup-Poulsen T, McGee PF, Battelino T, Haastert B,
Ludvigsson J, Pozzilli P, Lachin JM, Kolb H: Mixed-meal tolerance test
Jones et al. BMC Endocrine Disorders 2012, 12:6 Page 7 of 7
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1472-6823/12/6versus glucagon stimulation test for the assessment of beta-cell function
in therapeutic trials in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2008, 31:1966–1971.
22. Yki-Jarvinen H: Combination therapies with insulin in type 2 diabetes.
Diabetes Care 2001, 24:758–767.
23. Holman RR, Farmer AJ, Davies MJ, Levy JC, Darbyshire JL, Keenan JF, Paul
SK: Three-year efficacy of complex insulin regimens in type 2 diabetes. N
Engl J Med 2009, 361:1736–1747.
24. Jones AG, Besser REJ, McDonald TJ, Shields BM, Hope SV, Bowman P, Oram
RA, Knight BA, Hattersley AT: Urine C-peptide creatinine ratio (UCPCR) is
an alternative to stimulated serum C-peptide measurement in late onset
insulin treated diabetes. Diabet Med 2011, 28(9):1034–1038.
25. Besser RE, Ludvigsson J, Jones AG, McDonald TJ, Shields BM, Knight BA,
Hattersley AT: Urine C-peptide creatinine ratio is a noninvasive
alternative to the mixed-meal tolerance test in children and adults with
type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2011, 34(3):607–609.
26. McDonald TJ, Knight BA, Shields BM, Bowman P, Salzmann MB, Hattersley
AT: Stability and reproducibility of a single-sample urinary C-Peptide
/Creatinine ratio and its correlation with 24-h Urinary C-Peptide. Clin
Chem 2009, 55(11):2035–2039.
27. Ferrannini E, Gastaldelli A, Miyazaki Y, Matsuda M, Mari A, DeFronzo RA:
Beta-Cell function in subjects spanning the range from normal glucose
tolerance to overt diabetes: a new analysis. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2005,
90:493–500.
28. Kohnert KD, Augstein P, Zander E, Heinke P, Peterson K, Freyse EJ, Hovorka
R, Salzsieder E: Glycemic variability correlates strongly with postprandial
beta-cell dysfunction in a segment of type 2 diabetic patients using oral
hypoglycemic agents. Diabetes Care 2009, 32:1058–1062.
29. Shapiro AM, Ricordi C, Hering BJ, Auchincloss H, Lindblad R, Robertson RP,
Secchi A, Brendel MD, Berney T, Brennan DC, et al: International trial of the
Edmonton protocol for islet transplantation. N Engl J Med 2006,
355:1318–1330.
30. Naik RG, Brooks-Worrell BM, Palmer JP: Latent autoimmune diabetes in
adults. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2009, 94:4635–4644.
31. Fonseca VA: Defining and characterizing the progression of type 2
diabetes. Diabetes Care 2009, 32(Suppl 2):S151–S156.
32. Swinnen SG, Hoekstra JB, DeVries JH: Insulin therapy for type 2 diabetes.
Diabetes Care 2009, 32(Suppl 2):S253–S259.
doi:10.1186/1472-6823-12-6
Cite this article as: Jones et al.: Assessment of endogenous insulin
secretion in insulin treated diabetes predicts postprandial glucose and
treatment response to prandial insulin. BMC Endocrine Disorders 2012
12:6.Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
